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\._Amps. Peryiion) (S T MELY A Noc TIMERARPED THSESfolE

Mor A MuxSD PEririom.

The Washing tov S’u’aazm& lourt _has hejd tha+t “Pu.r‘S'uQ-Pl"'

fo €ew 10.73. 690 a\}u%}men% becoymes Linal when afl

lihga%}oh on_the mertts evds £ re Pevs. Pestraint of

Skylstead, 1o wn.2d 944, 947, 162 L3d 413 (206t).
TUuls includes a defenrdants sentence. =d. at 5.

Heve  +ho State attem pis to persuade this Court tHhat

Amos. '/o-e+:+;w, iS winti mely ane timebarred becawuse

tine date of @}V.a/_/'iy 92&5.&@&;/:9,_?“’)44 date +jhe OV’J‘(/O;VIQ/

J«Ad_ﬁm.e.,m:#_&_adjémtmcc_wgf_}mpoj‘ﬁd after the trial

wurt vaceded the States QH-e_Vn;ﬂ’ o ameud Amos'

Df"{giwai J@dﬁﬁén% and Septence without aLeeidi o

him_due Process. RP 9-13 (1-%-15)

The Pwed} adicio] eflect o€ the ciates fositiew /s

alarming Gnd undermines the Princ)ples of Linality.

The state believes 'H/le:/u Qre immune frorn affecti ng

ﬁiwq/ﬂrﬁ, This is S.‘-_m,ﬁfj ncovireet. The SHate 0Gnmod e

glven e vain_to cmend , alter, on mDrlmy a_defe ndaurts

juégmﬂnf_&ncl semtence wWithout noti ce.  +hen Jet-ep

avgué that Yheiv actions did _not affect the ®v~';c/7ﬁ na/

date o0 —Q\V\Q\'\\—j This wewld render Rew jo0.72 090

me@m}nglers and _cllows the State an auvénue +o

2fCectively navirows a defendants dne - year Fivme [ midation
to file. @ Coilateral qitack . This Court should rot be

Peﬁzm&{a 'hj ‘e Sledes jwmcorvcect Positiow here,

I+ s btw?upyjiowa ble Fhat $le state c’leS'ﬁ’bduaA

Ameor original date =f ﬂ}‘mq,/;(y Wi e v +h~€j ameided

his J\k‘l‘j ment_and senterce csithout policz State V.

Rayeisen, (48 Wn2d SSO s6l-b2 (I P.3d jioy (2063)

Reecy -\




At twis dime, Amos €iled o +’.m—e\q notice o€ Appeal, uahein

e Xvial couyt Vaecated Alne Q.MQVIAQ,A .udq ment and

Seintevice on January T, 2015, i+ mooted Amos’ o o(x_cd.

RR1Z-3 (=%=15).he Court of Appaals issued 2 mavdake @

T Mawdf\ Lo\_‘i,_é_u’peﬁr-fﬁ QP tThe Q,Oapea/ T+t s C)_bVlOL—;S

twak betrieon these o dades l}})gaq‘iog o the mevits
2nded. The State Cavmet revive Apios ONJQJnO\l date o€

P‘IV\CL“+3 Yo swik YW dvvone O\A,S;PAD_S%L;\E‘DW here S _\—\Nefj‘
A@S‘\"’OJQA ’ll* .

Sunce Ames Filed_his petifion on January 7, 20(6,

ot one e,:jear of Hhe trira Courd vac Q")zirj: the cucinded

:)\Lé-&:lmohf and Sentevice ,Amw',oe-}h";’om s Hmelj and ot

dimehanmced. Beve, Amos wibilized GR 2.1(, +E_€~PL’3S:DV:

mail\vex rale, to timely £ile _his petition. Amos Prov, ded

FWis Court (uith a "Declarction, of Sewyice hj e )mn)l‘('a—('iwﬁ

Foak e propedy deposited his perition n the legal mail

é\j e a4 StaFfoird CP’?GLCD;’VQQ-HU ny Cevter 0u -Qfo\ nudvy 3,

Zoite, Tn re Pers Pestaund o Quran , SY Wn. Aop Bilke,

220 P 20% (ZO(O> P‘n’lof Decjaration s Suppor+€<4 bu

J
e OK\SDV\ oflicrs +i me_S‘Mm)oed gonam.ze (91/, thie hack

o f T’MQ €nuelo\0€, Cﬂm'l'CUm/fla his: D€+/+ on.

For Ynise NG‘\.SOV\)” P(mos pe\fﬁ“\b»—, is %\V\ae(\j and
nok ‘nm-QboLv.reA Thor Q@w{ it |S net Congzclev&:l <t M/AE(J

Pmahw of Ames Méamen-P and §‘40m_7’:€h€€ when ‘H«e7
QH'(W).(H—@ Yo amewA i+, Twe \.A(.qc&mm DA ThWe Nevits

ended wwen Fwe Avial Counrt \/CKGCH'{A thwe awignded

Mc\amenlr and sevitence Dr whwen the Cowﬂ:.ﬁ&ﬁ&@s

1§<}x,u?r\ twe mandcte  Either Wty AW\O?’) QQ*‘PHDV. wWIa s

JHmQ\q P: led_on_January S 20k, thye Acus Yefore

‘/\15 OnQ, ‘4Z‘\-'Y\ ‘HM-Z IIVVII“‘C?S]’)OH ‘e)ép\\/‘&el,

QZPLLJ -2




2 _Bmos' CoccATERAL ATTACK o (VER Doss ot BAR Ary of

THe CLAmS RASSD (o His Petirion.

A _nuwm b&f o€ Counts have re Q(D%Vl'i 2ed ':\;Vla* a “CO(\O\‘\’QVCJ

atrack " waivey does not bar & de-fendants claivin that he
veclived jneffeotive gssystance o Counsel or the State

breached twe D\Qa apwe{‘me/n‘ Hurlow V. Unifed States,

71(9' F.3d 9538 C7WQW" 2003), F:ur\'\’l{v{/nore thwhe \.oashlnc,‘}-om

|Supreme Court has held +hat “a deendont cammot aaree
+z> Ouwsl«pmey+ v @XCess o@ that whiclh the Lemjlad-ure

has established " and @ “waier do's no+ qpolu where

twe Cc)leq ed Sevﬂ»cnmmg__@mr 15 G \€q0| Owru\f leae\ma

Yo Qn ¢y cesSiul seintence. . . .. "y re P{ra RQS’(‘YUQM-F

of Goodwvin, (46 Wn.2d Bbl, %74 5o P3d Gig (Zeez),

Wi le Y siake rec(vﬁmlzas Xaak Collatxeval gtack "

walers cannot oar Amos ineffeckine Gssistamce of Connse |

Clacim_they still @Hew pt 1o pevs’mJe, Mis Couvi Thot Amos

De\f‘\-\-\tm 15 barred becaunse he vaedwed \is Nq hto Qol\o:lf@fox\

atkock as part oe his p)eq aar&?ménwl’ See. ﬁoov&nofa b ob

the SVLNJ esLonse, :[thCgt_c_tfi'Lo_u Id et e Devsuculecl

\gj e Stare’s C\vgumevt-\' Qs X s CQmiMrj o r‘e\euam-\/

case lavo.

The ‘\‘O-\'CL\\\\A o€ Apos e fleotive KSSiStavice DQCOL&V]SQ\

Qlc\um o ises Ccmcewn.\. as 4o the ¢£Lectivemness of \ma

Cowﬂel as a_vesult o€ the stades wabisiov_ute Ames.

‘Drm\\eﬁﬁ\ Commumitations ond wIQ+IOV.> hif with Couuqse

and wnether Amos counsels ‘P(\P\Cowwiamc€ £ell below anm

Db'mdf‘\ve standard of rkasenableness following Hie States

tVl+VuJ‘/OV7 wohei l’leqo+:a-l'/r'13: Hls .olm acm’(men# Qdu.smj,

Vi Yo _enter 4 cm.!‘rw Dleq and podiuc al( collater ol aHacik

r‘ug\/\{’ﬁl Faild \V\j to (‘ha(lemge the States mbrusion, Mlsc‘d\/'(S!hf’I

@SPL& -3




"h(vn on_the Correct [auo, amé Cé(/oc~viy1Jc;‘ +he_state to breach

h;s D\ZCL C\gvcmas’nq’ RBecause the C’a/Sf'l“ucHDm entites

Amm Fo eflective as5iStoumce of Counsel at all oritical|

5‘+a3:~65 of the Criminal ,Pgo«_c__essl wawes obvorned as o
vesult o€ Ineffecdive assisteance of covm sel e void.

Hurlow V. (United sfg}fsl 226 F.3d 358 (™= Qi Za\%}..

Fu\v{’\lermc‘-’?.) since Amos cfedms that his Sentence

s wnlawfu] because it exceeds the S"R‘\-\'u\;\*ov\j awth/ov«‘,%aj

oL the trial Cowt o enfer & 'Pa.r’i'icufar SQu €y e, his
Collatera) atack waiver does net bar his caim. Ames

Cainnot OGreg 4o pm'iS'hvnen+ in_excess of that whichthe

Legislature hgs established, Ty re Pers. Restiraint of

Goodiwin, 146 . 2d Fel, 374, 56 P3d (613 (zeoz).

ﬁ)r these veasons 'H/LQ Siade _cammot [uveik Armes’

cojlate,al @itack waiver te bhair his ‘O-Q\ﬂh ov loe cawse

Amos did Kot RCRINE 2L leckive Gosistance of chvxse\

as a_vesult of the sigies /llmce/ and unlawCu| wtrusion

ate his ?t’*lvt'ejed Cormmuhlfa’}/oyﬁ Gy r€/&~}/oh5_/—(_/'ﬂ
woith coumsel . Alse Amos Seuntence is unlawtul as i+

‘-?x"&o-&ig '*Q"”V(‘}‘OVIJ au+ho»~:4v\ Siate . Res;o ) \A}qunDP

Y26 907 PZA i2‘-29( 1999) (Covrsacw\\'\ue, '('Ae.\cv\:, and gress

Mise\evvteamow Sentences Cannot \oe serued 1 Doc C\AS'\o&u

-\—66&‘\'\1131/- ) .

R&P_L'\j ~ 4




3. THE STATSS JTRUS/ 0I5 LOAS UPTLSTIELED AD PESTROYED Amos.

ReCATIORSHIP vsiTH HiS Coupsee CAUSImG CoumSse To BECOME

[oEFFeeTIVE,

Thne State aftempis fo persuade this Court that Det

i—-’aﬁj efi}y_wgi_ag_s_ti_ﬂ_gén_l.«a_h.i_s_.clx_/_i_b_e_m+e G d e(c/arejf‘oQS

ntrusion_into Amos 4"7"/‘04‘4116;4*(:/76»41' Conaman| G t-iom s

because _he _had . la wwfid woavvant +hat authorized hina

1o do Se., Ames Ob_J‘_»ng-S 4o +his based on the {bl/ow}.mﬁ.

a.)The Supreme (’oqri’is';_greced{n+ i State . C°‘”‘;l~—€'12 LI 24

iy et P

370,382 P2d 1019 (193) and the legis/ative infent

behind €ew 5, o, OQQ_QZD.(EQ,_QQ;M¥_gwthdZQ Quy foirm

L2 8 \WnXrusion jnts Amos atiorney - ient Commaunications.
- U R T

‘Tb.é_w.b].m(?@mju.ptﬁm_ﬁ_(he\r‘l’ Wié{sle it Uévj, Celear 1n Corg

Fhat even" hi{_fl«_mlo‘ﬁv_es Gud_zea | Por law enforcemendt Counot

JU‘SHGS C\P‘&/}hj\ U poin and_intvrusicn jetfo the relativem YL)J;O

’
‘.

betweer, a Personm accused of Crime cnd_lis coupsel. I ot

33 -2, Fuctiitemore, _the pr)s—,lsairwpé use of dhe +€prm

“epell not ' Within the mean;nj of Pew 500,060 (2)(<)

lmpeses Q_mandatory mi_c&i_cam.emf State U, Krall 125

won. 2d_14G (48, S5t P.2d oo (1994).

Notiing w#hin_:_‘i_tbe_mgg.aiwﬁ_of Rew 57 o 066(2)(S)

b the Supirtme Cour_b_/enf'€5+abl}5;l;\eA_P_rgchen-é i Lory

pecum ks law e},ﬁoy_c_em_eﬂ,t__to_\),us_ﬂ-__am__'m_{:y;gs_)_o»q into @

de—@ewdg,n+% a‘H'orm_@j —Chent Commaumications. This pn?yiﬁeﬁ_e

Repry — 5




S __1m lpar'i-Hve 4n ‘aerserve +ho SSin c(—[f\/. 2€ Copmrmuant cation

loerween Client amd atto cngy. Dittz U _Doe, 3L L2a. 2d 885

Q35 Pod et (1A, Tk s inconteivable tothink thak

e &9? slatuvre_would_cllow & N _4:_7_{0_«2,_0 e avenue, Por

\ew @ Poveenpint Yo _mtrude into o defendants

V‘ujlx""\”l) RLloothhve GSSiStGquee, o Couwg,q{(,'

\o§_\’\ eaucs.gﬁ Cannopt establish \}L(ZS‘I':‘P‘I cation to inbrade inte

‘Amw"Qr"su}[@g;gJ _Covmmuni tations Gumd relationsh. P
(J\-H‘H'\ l’l'15' COL)\M”Q/-

Theé l*'ighf' Jo Counsel and +o Commium; cate in fr}v‘zlfﬁ

a Cowinst] is not Se ﬁq(gﬂe that 1+ can he pverczime with

Vaseless Q.l/éjqﬁonfé’ $%ﬁpar+&& oh&, qu ‘)wﬁuﬂj’qg Here e

stare tries o convience Yhis Count V‘HqCH« Det Hajﬁerﬁ\;{s

mbrusion Was justiCled he cause Pmos woas a//equAIJL, uS}mj

Yo, JC‘C.\‘S maul S*js"x’—ém 4o <ovd out Jetters via 'egai pagl

a_ordev t0 harm wyitnesses 1w his Currend ease. Arnes

o'\_a:)ecK e vz s (b s W'ifleaé}nj Giypd_untrue.,

BAY o vt did Amos. iuse e 36«1\'8 \eg.ql ani(f'js'-}em
o seud ot awj unguthorized ledters or G//Cj’: ed "“hitlists'!

Lt Pea_of the Lews Cmql—j Jail assured Delt Hct(c/;ger‘l:j\,

+that i+ was ok @oss}b!e, 4o do because. oft Yug, 3@1\?

- (\)Q\'«‘Cj Gud ‘Pz/‘o_cer(ure for ff’_ncl’vhj out /~e§Q/ ma, |. AP'PQMJ}K

K'. S‘Cy('ﬂrf E-@S’:Dor\i’?.

However Dek. Boggevty da,ms Pres did Send out

wrauthorized mal via l@ja_( ail ot offers ne Cvidevice

Cepry ~ G
V)




PV‘O.LI_IM&) his Q//ejq+fom other thew heaysay, First, Det,

Haggerty Claims _he woas Givery, an ¥ prge [ettev by Jenwnifer
J/ J J —J J

| Laitau I_Lg_l’Lo_S.‘aJcl it waS’gi’uem o hei bj Brett [Narness

whe said he recoived 4+ via /ejcz/ mail from Amos, This

IS _hearsay, The letter weas nok in an envelope nor did

i+ Contain Yy markings that it iwas Semt via legal

mail From_Amos._at f'hLu-}qil,

Second, Det. Haggerty claims that he inteveefted o

“l’tf'}‘l‘is"*” aftte b(;‘lx\j Contacted bj Jnfovnic f /‘5;3,, wWho

{1Seid Amos Semd i+ via leja/ mail _to bhis siSter. This

g hearm(.-j.

A s'}m'lol? CxAmination of the (CSp" 6mue(0{>e 4-e (s +he

l{whole Story. Fivst, This Cnvelope s & Lewis County Shewi {5

O€fice QV!U(ZIO}OQ not & Lews men:{:y ;'lai&_muelaf!é walatch

lwould have beein P&ﬂ?uir&d i Amos did send ot legal may/.

‘SP(’&V\C‘I, this QWUQ(DPQ was hset addressed Yo amjgma incr

does i+ have Apmos identiCied as the sender which would

haue been reguaed 1© Ames did send it out as [ega(ma)l.

T\r\ivAf"\;\r\'RS ("m/.elo‘mr s not marleed "Lega/lﬂm’/” Now dees

L have Gn offiters hame date omd tfime on the pack

seal LWiaclh would have been Fez,u}vécl £ Amos oid sennd

i+ out of Lejal méu'/. Ja:l ‘OOHCJ requ wives ths Practice

_\/ar}@:jinﬁ inspection of Yl Contents mside the Cnuelope

Has lego,( mail, Eortih Gnd mee+ S‘L\rxck'n:l/‘/ sP el this |

'emuelolpe defs ot have @ 'POS“(‘C«:j)Q 5“+c<m,0 oir_(ost mark

FV\AFQQ'—Hng wh i i+ we s Sent f/hrc:»pgia‘ the WUAS. ma.l

| sevuice athick would have bheen N%u‘i\/(,] £ Ames did

:‘QE‘FLL; -7
J



5@_’2c‘ t GML{'_QMS_(_ZjQ\/_m;_LqLL\(O‘Ag Ll tihe US, ,DOS"*‘C\l Srvice .

Thewt 1S abSolu +{7 no_€rid anﬁé__":’i__gu.’ﬁﬁaz:"__b_(j’-

Haggertt, false claipm s hepe. At notive. olid Det. |Heogerty
W |

‘ml&\f@a‘olr &mj mail That Was Senmt vial /e(j;q//mcu'/ frona

Amps at tne d:cu'i. This fraudulant junducement wxxs used]

'~+0V}us+3(’t/4 a.n e,d«em&f), Jnvasive intrusion ivto Apmos’

'arw‘s Legeci Coimmum, Catroms &ndl V»e,/a_{mrsm,a Wit his

| Cominse ).

1C.) The isSuauce of an £x pavke Search waryroum b violated

Amos Visht t» Counse| Qnide@ch@STr

The state offers pn r\ZS'Donsr've O\rﬁumf@’h" to _this

\claim iraised in Apans petition. Theve iS ne prsf—;c-m

that Ames. Sixtn Amend mont V"ig\d‘\‘o QLounsel UOQS: cz(rmaj

jatached ax the Yie o€ Dot \4“33“’(75 Seoycin warraunt

alo'oiicaHom, Since the ’Do+e;w+iQI of 'Oreu')u\elice WG S Phoirvypus

ot this enitical >’+4uqe, Participation of Counsel was

re%mmé. Amos Sixt\ Amendment -vﬁgmf cannot be

. < N
C’av(’b\.muem4—€c| \:)Dr Det. Hagaevgf ouxirzeglous aetions

wh’xph led fo an 2yXe m@hj frvesive 7(_f\+\fu5‘[m|,.‘ into_

Amos’ Qrivi(ej&l‘Commun?cc&ioms G nd we/a—f-/'OhS‘Li)p

A with s Counsel. DIS‘QcU?Vj vule G R ¢.9 wather tha,

| Seavdin and seizure rule Cr? 2.2 Should Yave been

urlized 1w This nstamce. v order o pevserve

Armed  Sivdvtw AM@VI&M,Q/V\{' V\‘lgin‘fS’ cuinel O\’\"\“Owh(}, - clienm t

Lorwileae.
\ J

1 Repry — 4
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N

1d)_Am 0s_0b jects 4o fhe misl Qa_c(_i,m;c]__ﬁcts_é_a d P ezu}.uzg_Co.mmLﬁﬁecim

by DPA Halstead anéﬁbN@}_{k_H&q_&e;d%&
4 [V

Fiestthe State Tries to Convitmee this court that DPA

Balstead ¥ineus nething about Det. Hct?&aedrgfr tavesti yQ¢'i0n

into Amn.s'_l:%qa{ mail_or his iutent Fo Secured a_Searcl.

warnrant on Ames Jail cell in order to Search and Spize

-(\)_r}\/i'\ejed Copmunications, This is mlS(qu?qu and

Lcovect,

As_an inducement to D?S‘*‘\a'i_d'_Co_u\ﬁ_j&de.Q__Baz,zq -,

et )—1&5, Joerl—j claiped _thaet botl ceutralia Police

De ea wtment and Lew s Couy ty Prosecutors office

COW_C_L%CLQCJ-CLV) )’nve§+)3q{~}om That Lound_thatr Amos wsas

usfnj m.\'}iqf(si’ mei | Sj;%m Yo _Send ouwt letters vie /eja/

Mmail _woith_jvtent o harm witnesses i |hs case.

;Ds‘o?em\ X \<:,_§_+Q,J(_e;;_"@_g PoraSE.

This _coaflicts_ Wit _DPA Halstead _Gud et /46:/49@42(7'?
most P{,Qen“f affdavits 'ﬂro'\/id{cl 4o fWis Coumr+ v an

atkempt to hide DEA HalsteadS inveluement, Appead ix
L_and m, States Res ponse.

Euen_move dovicus facxs_chow DPA Valstecds

LvoWe mant Tn Dek. Heggety's Search warrant affidavit

he_claims he met it DEA VMalskad on_June 7, 2014,

ak 0900 hrs _Gnd was SHI With him G4 J420 hrs the

Same éczy he cbtained the search warirant. A,a;oma,-x

k., States Qesf)ong@, This court Should ot e conuvienced

of ©PA_Ralsteads lack of ;_m,uo_l.u.e,m.:y_wl;‘n.\f_\__b‘.{gu sing

Repcy — 7
J
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the ¢ 59:\:@6'_@&(\_7_;\1_&7_\/,_&5_(‘ Ve -Seavlin Warrant _here. T4 IS

highly wnlikely that Det Huggerty, afier cpending all

&Qj_w_lic_&/_\._ﬁ?.A.Hgi.ite@(_&i{d_ﬁbnmemiE_D__la_g mgj_b_;.‘ﬁ about

‘19;25___}%\“614‘{' 4+o_obtain_ S S'qucl—» W rirant ©m /41«\4‘05:( u,'q}l

cell_after Co.».clué_'t_mg Tl i Thy__éiﬁgq,fiom ‘{"ojé#hf._‘Bg\SJ{c]
on_thuse f&ats, DPA_Halstead is not innoceus in thy matie

Ty Court Shoulcl e Concerned woith +he |ouel of

o\evl@{r?om el ’DQV:;)V\V“:} Q-Hve,m,pHJ ij e SHate hae,
Second, the sState +vries to convignce this Court thak

Ame3s only ij&@t(é___ﬂ_\&_m_Si.e_éi_ceb.ﬁ_i:l.cl.)ie}.z,gr_c of s

Do lCLuoiu\}J— This }Li_k.h})"/éqJET/c" Cvid tantrue. bOWRA

DeX ‘f\okﬁif*j exgeuled s Search Warvcant, Amos 0jested

to C(vmj eXresion uoto s e Lcell beeawse it cogtraived

Qd.\fi\aj ed - covnmunieations with quml = both his

i inel_case_euad_ciuil case, D&L\:\Sﬂjﬁdy Qo'knowiadg_es’ '

s APlDQm:QJ_X i\)j States V’{\“Po nSe. Ded. \’\Q§9QV\‘-\\J4 J;Sf“ﬁgq"dﬁd

3
Ames_wderai ngs) claim, )27 that he_had a_seare bL_uogkreant:

. N 3 e .
Gutherizivg him o jake all of Ames /ejca/ materisls.

Amos Continued do object. Aftidavid o Forvest Artes,
AP'PQV;J)x | . ‘

T\/\lvAi e steade ivies Yo conuituee Tls Couy & plad

S Gn_jp Camera_review could_oe comducted bj C_Superhon

COLLP‘F\‘}L‘LC(QC. ThS 1S misleq ng Gnd_juCorircet. D2k,

9«33@%\1 oS poYhing dw Nis Searcln waindnt

affidauit Whwich supports this Cl@im. Appeadix ¥,

YM*@% QQ‘Q_OVJQ. T e s nod wnakll Det, HQjS]C_\C_"\'U

,EEPLj - /0



Shaved the privileged Commounientions with DPA Helstead

wa s this jntent formed jn order £o aldempt Yo dean

\AO \n‘tS’ﬂwk‘MS_}Oln, This Court Sheou /c/ ot e Comt/‘lenced*%)]c.
M de ce 04—1 on Gite Vm_rQF___c;l____b.L_‘f_M,_~ State hore.

FOUWH/\, t+he Stade, tries ‘l'o Convilnee, +his Court tat

Det. Hoogerty did notiread Gng of Ameos Oriviteae |
J7 v/ / J

Commaupications, Th,s i _mislead ;nJc Gurd tuntrial.
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Coudd 9'1\& Yo 4> VLUJ( Covnse) wa,_wéfm read and 5’%‘-&2%‘1.
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9 ).mﬂ_*ag« ie_d}.xoie%_wgﬁ_;l:ﬂ-@m__S_o__l:r_Co_:_«_l_é{_/_’Lo 4 assicd-

a j QHcovn ey 1h PV@.P&V:)JQj..Mﬂ..d@ fes-se.,

iD.)_De‘QCWye Counse| Don Blaiv ‘H:(J Judg«e. E."aslej ot he

tried o Geeess d, Seized materials i he Contrali

P lice Dﬁpafmnq‘- 5o g, Cowld intlvi€und LoibrnesSes

and rog s denred ‘Oj Yo Qenbalia FPolice DQ.‘pczw}—w,qJ—

and Lew:s County FroSecwtor. This s on July (¥,

ZOI’-(’, o1 Ceompd V”ﬁc,Dyc].

i) on Tu\v [0, 2oiY, on Cowrt Héord T heard DPA Evic

Cisenbarg State that he Seen Det. Hquemt», orsing ey,
T : = T

Seiz.ed 'Qja[ maAevials to DPA Halsitead a4 the {eudis

County Frosecudors office. on the olqj he, executed

e airch War-an +. June (3 ; 20iY,

'\2.) Dwn ju\\\j \% :Z""'L// On Court k‘ec._ov‘cl . T L\QO-V‘J DPA

RNalstead Confism Fhot Det. I-/ijer@ \;)-/oujia-?* iy Seized

Lﬂgdl mGaterigls = hjis ofFce.

13) After develo :0} ng Hluse -FQd‘S , /J_ ferse Counse | Told

me e s prepavivg & Crl 9.3 (B rwton to _dismiss,

However +le Fo//owlqu week on July 29,2204, lhe did

not_file - with The Court *:{H‘mg e, that T had Yo

powe_prejudice. T did not find eut until lates thed

s was a e, wye c\ij«eo\ ove Yhis ma iy Les
avid _he prefused ‘o £ile Yhe motion. '
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14.) Py relatioaship with my abtorngy Wes hen

ex\stent after the vbhrusSiom. = had mwetw ng f=n

odfe- hym Otmﬁ he en '5’ wented o neseluve m.zj eese
with a plea deal. Wit no Confidence jn ruy

J
Counmse] 0w trial FM@}JZS T wes [eft with o oile,

Soiche bat Yo OLCCQuP*’ e deal oplered loj the state.

1150 My QH’Drh{y agssurtd me Ay total serterece coould
1 e served v Doc. So L could 5/@7" a_ +hivd oL Por

311@61 tivwe, and delke adusg h%g«é of Progrem opfortunities.

A1

Ho> Prior Yo e wtrusion T had '@ul\ conmtiderce that

[usi Yh my Counse|s GsSiStance, We hed a aoooo’/ Chance

ot Lol va.n?rvj; M(j case. Rfer Ho jnbrusion T Loes beft

oW nothing ,_no¥ even my Con Cldence \n m i C('HDV‘VLQj

1o tral Strategies. T usould have neuer Gece pied

| Wt w [aw b s (+ my ,o/{.q caucw»efcmzm% 1€ Fhe

| Srate did nipt intrude 1nts M)" pr‘uvilejpécl Comamumicgtions.

T wars JePt wwih no Othavr OFHO%.

12) T never g thovized Giny avel of my privileged

| Communications o 7Mp!i€.d Cop .

[ Weted Yugs 23—»\2\ Q&:r of A‘Pr}l,?,olfg-

\Ck_)vsrfsir €, AMOS

W tla. wealla _wa  997Cz

IDecpRATon— S A




